PLEASE KEEP THIS AGENDA FOR THE OCTOBER 15 AND 0
SECOND-READING OF BUSINESS ITEMS. THE ATTACHME,N S
AGENDA WILL NOT BE REPRODUCED FOR THOSE MEETINGS.

OPY

CALIFORNIA POLYTECHNIC STATE UNIVERSITY
San Luis Obispo, California 93407
ACADEMIC SENATE

Meeting of the Academic Senate
Tuesday, October 8, 1996
UU220, 3-5:00pm
I.

Minutes: none.

II.

Communication(s) and Announcement(s):
A.
There will be a additional meeting of the Academic Senate on Tuesday, October 15, from
3-4pm in UU220 to complete second reading on Resolution on 1996-97 Interim
Performance Salary Step Increase Policy (see Business Item A below). Please mark your
calendars.
B.
Nominees for Faculty Trustee (p. 3).

III.

Reports:
A.
Academic Senate Chair:
B.
President's Office:
C.
Provost's Office:
D.
Statewide Senators:
E.
CF A Campus President:
F.
Staff Council representative:
G.
ASI representatives:
H.
IACC representative:
I.
Athletics Governing Board representative:
J.
Other:

IV.

Consent Agenda:

v.

Business Item(s):
A.
Resolution on 1996-97 Interim Performance Salary Step Increase Policy: Harris, chair of
the Faculty Affairs Committee, first reading (pp. 4-11 ).
B.
Resolution on The Academic Calendar: First Day of Instruction: Freberg, chair of the
Instruction Committee, first reading (p. 12).
Resolution on Credit for Advanced Placement Exams: Freberg, chair of the Instruction
C.
Committee, first reading (p. 13).
Resolution on Policy on Amorous Relationships: Swartz, chair of the Status of Women
D.
Committee, first reading (pp. 14-17).
E.
Resolution on Allocation of Cal Poly Funds: Hood, chair of the Budget Committee, first
reading (p. 18).

)
continued on page two ---->

Meeting of the Academic Senate
Tuesday, October 8, 1996
UU220, 3-S:OOpm
page two

F.

G.

)

Resolution on Input into Campus Planning: Greenwald, Academic Senate Chair, first
reading (p. 19).
Resolution on Program Review and Improvement Committee's Findings for 1995-1996
programs reviewed: Morrobel-Sosa, first reading (see separate document enclosed with this
agenda).

VI.

Discussion ltem(s):

VII.

Adjournment:
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ACADEMIC SENATE
OF
THE CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY
400 Golden Shore, Suite 132 Long Beach, California 90802-4275
fax: (310) 985-2618
(310) 985-2613

MEMORANDUM
TO:

Chairs, Campus Academic Senates
cc: Academic Senate CSU

SUBJECT:

Nominees for Faculty Trustee

On behalf of the systemwide Academic Senate, I hereby request that you begin the
process for seeking nominees for Faculty Trustee. The Academic Senate CSU Faculty
Trustee Recommending Committee will review campus nominations in January. The full
membership of the systemwide Academic Senate will have an opportunity to review the
confidential files of these candidates at its January 23-24 meetings and make its selection(s)
for the post of faculty trustee at its March 13-14, 1997 meetings.
Copy of the guidelines, "Criteria and Procedures for the Nomination of the Faculty
Trustees," are being mailed this date with a copy of the outline of information requested
for each nomination. Please note that we ask you to send us four copies of each nominee's
supportive material to the Senate office no later than Monday, December 2 --please send
to: Academic Senate CSU, 400 Golden Shore, Suite 132, attention: Deb Hennessy, Long
Beach, CA 90802-4275.
The Faculty Trustee Recommending Committee will be selected at the Senate's
November 7 meeting.
Summary of Timetable:
November 7
December 2
December 5-6
January 23-24
March 13-14

ASCSU elects Faculty Trustee Recommending Committee
campus nominee's supportive material due to Academic Senate
office, 400 Golden Shore, Suite 132, Long Beach 90802-4275
Senate Faculty Trustee Recommending Committee to review
documents; selects four candidates for review by full Senate
Full Senate reviews nomination ·materials
Full Senate elects two or more final candidates whose
names will be forwarded to the Governor

FYI Robert Kully (Communication Studies, CSULA) was the first faculty trustee (1983-87),
succeeded by Lyman Heine (Political Science, CSU Fresno) from 1987-91, and
Bernard Goldstein (Biology, San Francisco State University) who continues as the current
trustee. Dr. Goldstein has indicated he will not be a candidate for the 1997-99 term.
PLEASE CONTACT THE ACADEMIC SENATE OFFICE (1258 or mcamuso@calpoly.edu)
IF YOU WOULD LIKE A COPY OF THE CRLTERIA AND GUIDELINES FOR THIS POSITION
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Adopted:

ACADEMIC SENATE
OF
CALIFORNIA POLYTECHNIC STATE UNIVERSITY
San Luis Obispo, California

AS- -96/FA
RESOLUTION ON
1996-97 INTERIM PERFORMANCE SALARY STEP INCREASE POLICY
WHEREAS, The faculty contract ("Unit 3 Memorandum of Understanding" or MOU) has
created Performance Salary Step Increases ("PSSis"); and
WHEREAS,

The MOU delegates to the Academic Senate on each campus the task of
establishing standards, criteria, and procedures for granting such step increases;
and

WHEREAS, The Academic Senate enacted (on November 28, 1995) an interim policy on
procedures, standards and criteria for the granting of PSSis during the 1995-96
academic year and directed that the interim policy be reviewed and a more
permanent policy be put in place by June 1, 1996 to apply for academic years
1996-97 and 1997-98; and
WHEREAS,

The Faculty Affairs Committee has reviewed the interim policy following the
April 1, 1996 award of PSSis by the President; therefore, be it

RESOLVED: That the 1995-96 policy (as revised and attached) be extended for the 1996-97
PSSI cycle; and be it further
RESOLVED: That each college/unit be required to elect a committee for the purpose of
developing criteria by the end of Winter Quarter 1997 to evaluate PSSI
applications, and such criteria ·shall be reviewed by the appropriate deans and
approved by the Provost; and, be it further
RESOLVED: These criteria, once approved, be applied in PSSI cycles beginning in 1997-98.

Proposed by Faculty Affairs Committee
May 14, 1996
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1
~-l[i PERFORMANCE SALARY STEP INCREASE POUCY
This policy is considered interim for the m~1~1 1995 96 academic year. It shaY ee re'\ie·NeEl &Btl meaitered ey
the apprefJriate AeaEiemie Seaate eommir:tee EIUtieg 1996 Wiater &Bel Spriog Qt:larters. A permanent policy shall
be considered by the Academic Senate prior to the conclusion of Spring Quarter i!~J ±996.
1.0

Performance Salary Step Increases

1.1
Performance Salary Step Increases (PSSis) recognize outstanding or meritorious performance in the
areas of teaching performance and/or other professional performance, professional growth and achievement, and
service to the University, students, and community. (MOU 31.17)
1.2
The recognition of outstanding or meritorious performance by a Unit 3 employee shall be in the form
of a permanent increase in the base salary of the individual, in one or more steps on the salary schedule. (MOU
31.18)
1.3
a:ay

DUtteg aeatlemie year 1995/96 oo el:l:fttiiaate shaY reeei·"e more th.tw kltH' (4) PSSl5. 1ft 1996/97 aod i:o
year ft No candidate shall receive more than five (5) PSSis. (MOU 31.18)

futt~re

1' 4
The effective date of all PSSis shall be ili'l~'t!'iW.'J~'?~Wi}1':qtfiifi%tff?i'tl\>
.
"·'A'~.,w~~;t,.,<•>'»Y::-~,.~.;>;-!>"iw.
1 of eaeh year that there are oegoaatea PSSis. (MOU 21.11)

2.0

:'*l'mfr
_itiftm_"H~~-g;~
_·,_,~~1:r_~~-·
- - .-:..·;·.'~. '.:.
.". :.~ Jaoaary
?.:= ,o.~~,!£~~

Eligibility and Criteria

2.1
All Unit 3 employees are eligible each year to submit an application or to be nominated by other faculty
or academic administrators for PSSis.
2.2
Applicants/nominees are to be evaluated in the following areas: teaching performance and/or other
professional performance; professional growth and achievement; and service to the university, students, and
community.
2.3
The performance of applicants/nominees is expected to be outstanding in the area of teaching
performance (or other professional performance for librarians, coaches, and student services professional
academic related) and at least meritorious in either of the two remaining areas. Applicants will identify which
areas aside from teaehiag fJerfurmaoee they consider their performance to be outstanding and/or meritorious.
2.4

For the purposes of this document, the following working definitions shall apply.
Outstanding: exceptional performance; superior to others of its kind; distinguished, excellent;
readily acknowledged as a model for other faculty to follow.
Meritorious: deserving of reward or praise; cooperative and productive work with colleagues.

2.5
The following areas are examples of the kinds of information applicants/nominees may submit,
appropriately validated, as evidence of their performance in each area. Applicants/nominees shall not be limited
to the following types of evidence:
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2
teaching effectiveness recognized by peers and/or students;
curriculum development and application of innovative and effective teaching
methods and materials including such activities as development of new
courses, programs, majors, or degrees;
scholarship of teaching (see Cal Poly Strategic Plan, Section 2);
performance of professional responsibilities by librarians, counselors, or
coaches.

AREA II: PROFESSIONAL GROWTH and ACHIEVEMENT
For a full description of the following kinds of activities, see "Cal Poly Strategic Plan", Section
2, and Administrative Bulletin 85-2, "Role and Definition of Professional Growth and
Development."
activities in the scholarships of teaching, discovery, integration, and application
(see Strategic Plan);
activities in professional growth and development as defmed in AB 85-2.
AREA III: SERVICE TO UNIVERSITY, STUDENTS AND COMMUNITY
participation in university governance at the department, college/division,
university or CSU levels.
participation, as an advisor or mentor, in student organizations;
involvement in diversity-related activities;
involvement, e.g. by presenting talks, organizing colloquia, or service as an
officer, in the work of community groups related to one's
teaching/professional area;
involvement with the K-12 community provided that these activities go beyond
those required in the faculty unit employee's normal instructional program and
are related to one's teaching/professional area;
community-related service projects provided that these activities go beyond
those required in the faculty unit employee's normal instructional program and
are related to one's teaching/professional area.
participation in governance and committees of the exclusive bargaining agent
(CFA).
(PPC2pssi.res: 5/14/96)
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3
3.0

Application

3.2
Signed applications/nominations shall be submitted to the department chair/head. To go forward as an
application to the College (Unit) PSSI Committee a nomination must have the approving signature of the
nominee. The approving signature of the applicant/nominee authorizes access to their personnel action file to
those involved in considering PSSis. Only one application/nomination may go forward for any candidate.
3.3
Applicants/nominees shall provide the College (Unit) PSSI Committee with relevant documentation
regarding outstanding or meritorious performance.

4.0

Review by College (Unit) and University PSSI Committees

4.1
Each department shall have the opportunity to select a tenured faculty member to serve on the College
(Unit) PSSI Committee. For the purpose of considering PSSis, coaches will be merged with the faculty of
Physical Education and Kinesiology; and faculty unit employees from the Library, University Center for Teacher
Education, and Counselors shall be combined into a single "Unit."
Each college and the
UCTE/Library/Counselor Unit shall select a tenured faculty member to serve on the University PSSI
Committee.
4.2
Applications and nominations shall be forwarded to College (Unit) PSSI Committees consisting of
tenured Unit 3 employees. No more than one Unit 3 employee from a department shall serve on the College
(Unit) PSSI Committees except in cases where this would result in a committee of fewer than three people.
4.3
College (Unit) and University PSSI Committees shall review and categorize all applications. Three
categories shall be used: highly recommended; recommended; not recommended. For those candidates
recommended
the
and
PSSI Committees shall recommend the number of
to be awarded.

4.4

Applicants for PSSis shall not serve on College (Unit) or University PSSI Committees.

4.5
College (Unit) and University PSSI Committees shall inform all applicants of their recommendations
at the time that they are forwarded.
5.0

Review by the President

5.1
All recommendations are forwarded to the President or his/her designee no later than Ma£ee 15, 1996,
aaa ae later teaa December 1 of each year in which aegetiatea PSSis are awarded i:a tee fut1:1re.
Failure to meet these deadlines for recommendations shall automatically result in the forwarding of all
applications/nominations to the President for his/her award of PSSis. (see MOU 31.27)
5.2
The President or designee shall review all of the applications/nominations which have been submitted,
and select the recipients of the increases from among this candidate pool by ApriJ 1, 1996, a:aa ae later tea:a
January 1 of each year in which aegetiatea PSSis are awarded i:a tee Rihtre. He/she shall also determine the
appropriate number of steps to be granted. (see MOU 31.28)
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4
The decision to grant or deny an increase for meritorious performance, and the number of steps to be
to the
U 31.28 and Section
shall not be
.Jf.i#B:Hik~
53

6.0

Special Provisions (see MOU 31.29--31.31)

6.1
At least fifty percent (50%) of the candidates receiving a PSSI must have received a positive
recommendation from the CelJege (Uait) I:Um'fl PSSI Committees provided that:
The CeUege (Ualt) fl:fu~t~iJ PSSI Committees mak~ a positive recommendation for enough
candidates to fully expend the campus pool for PSSis in that flScal year and
The CelJege (Uait) m~!i~~~ PSSI Committees meeti the time requirement for the review and
recommendations of all candidates to the President as specified above.

Ymf.WfiD:I

6.2
If the CelJege (Uait)
PSSI Committees submit~ fewer than the minimum number of positive
recommendations needed to expend fully the pool for PSSis in any flScal year, then the percentage of candidates
receiving a PSSI that must also have received a positive recommendation from the CelJege (Uait)
PSSI Committees shall be reduced proportionately from fifty percent (50%).

t§!Jiy'ff§!W

7.0

Relationship to RPT Deliberations

7.1
The decision to grant or deny a PSSI shall not be considered during deliberations regarding the granting
of reappointment, promotion or tenure. This shall not preclude the consideration of any facts during RPT
deliberations which are also considered during PSSI deliberations. (see MOU 31.35)
8.0

Peer Review of Performance Salary Step Denials (see MOU 31.36- 31.42)

8.1
Candidates who have received a favorable recommendation from the CelJege (Uait) mllixf,lt.ft PSSI
Committee and who subsequently fail to receive a PSSI shall be eligible to have the increase denial reviewed by
a University Peer Review Panel.

8.3
The President shall consider the University Peer Review Panel's recommendations and all forwarded
materials and, no later than fourteen (14) days after receipt of the University Peer Review Panel's report, notify
the affected employee and the University Peer Review Panel of his/her fmal decision, including the reasons
therefor. Notification to the employee of the President's decision concludes the peer review procedure and such
decision shall not be reviewable in any forum.
8.4
All requests for peer review must be submitted in writing to the f.i~¢.:§~1ID.I4 Vice President for
Academic Affairs no later than April 15, 1996, and ne later than January 15 of each year in which negotiated
PSSis are awarded in the future.
9.0

Reporting of Awards

9.1
The University shall report to the Academic Senate annually by College (Unit) the appropriate aggregate
statistics regarding the number of candidates in each category, the number of recipients and the number of steps
granted.
(PPC2pssi.res: 5/14/96)
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PERFORMANCE SALARY STEP INCREASE (PSSI)
APPLICATION/ NOMINATION FORM

Name=--------------------------------------------------------------Department I
College (Unit): _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
Date of Application:___________________________________________________
If applicable, nominated by: _______________________________________________

The performance of applicants/nominees is expected to be OUTSTANDING in the area of
teaching performance (or other professional performance for librarians, coaches, and student
services professional-academic related) and at least meritorious in either of the two remaining areas.
Applicants, please identify below which areas aside from teashingfother professional performanse
you consider your performance to be outstanding andjor meritorious.
Outstanding

Meritorious
teaching performance
performance

andjor

other

professional

professional growth and achievement
service to the university, students, and community

My signature certifies that the statements in this application are true and factual and
authorizes review of my personnel action file by those involved in considering PSSis. I
understand that the PSSI committees reserve the right to request and review additional
documentation.

Applicant's Signature _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _Date_ _ _ _ __

M: \.. .pssijppc2pssi.res

1996-97 PERFORMANCE SALARY STEP INCREASE CALENDAR OPTIONS

9/96

(a)

(b)

(c)

Academic Senate final action

Oct 15

Oct 15

Oct 15

Applications/nominations provided directly to Department
Chair/Head with a copy to President (MOU 3l.I9)

Oct 22

Nov I

Oct 18

Departments and Colleges (equivalent units) select
College (Unit) and University Committee representatives:
--tenured Unit 3 employees
--not being considered for PSSI

Oct 22

Nov I

Oct 18

Last day for Department Chair/Head to forward signed
application forms to College (Unit) PSSI Committee

Oct 22

Nov 1

Oct 18

College (Unit) PSSI Committees review applications,
forward recommendations to University PSSI Committee and
advise candidates of status: -highly reccomended; number of steps
--recommended; number of steps
--not recommended

Nov 4

Nov 12

Nov 13

Applicant's rebuttal statement, if any, due to College (Unit)
PSSI Committee with copy to President and University PSSI Committee

Nov 12

Nov 19

Nov 20

University PSSI Committee reviews applications, forwards
recommendations to President and advises candidates of status (MOU 31.27)
--highly recommended; number of steps
--recommended; number of steps
--not recommended

.. Dec I

••Dec I

Dec 13

Applicant's rebuttal statement, if any, due to
University PSSI Committee with copy to President

Dec 8

Dec 8

delete

Dec 9-16: Final Exams
Dec U: Fall Commencement
(a) and (b) allow rebuttal to both College and University
Cmte; (c) limits rebuttal only to College (Unit) Cmte

President makes award decisions (MOU 31.28)

••Jan 1

••Jan 1

••Jan I

••Dates mandated by collective bargaining agreement

Remarks

(a) Oct 16-0ct 22: 5 wk days
(b) Oct 16-Nov 01 : 13 wk days
(c) Oct 16-0ct 18: 3 wk days

(a) Oct 22-Nov 4 = 8 wk days
(b) Nov 1-Nov 12 '" 7 wk days
(c) Oct 18-Nov 13 = 16 wk days
Nov 11: Veteran's Day

Nov Z7-Dec 1: Thanksgiving
(a) Nov 05-Dec 02 = 16 wk days
(b) Nov 13-Dec 02 = II wl days
(c) Nov 14-Dec 13 = 19 wk days
(c) requires CFA concurrence

I
,__.
0

I

'--'

1996-97 PERFORMANCE SALARY STEP INCREASE CALENDAR OPTIONS

Written requests for Peer Review due in Provost and Vice
President for Academic Affairs' Offic.e

January 15

Peer Review Panel(s) selected by lot

January 20

Peer Review Panel(s) forward findings and recommendations
ta President

February 19

Preside.n t notifies affected employees and Peer Review
Panels of final deci&ions.

March 5

**Dates mandated by collective bargaining agreement
I
1-'
1-'
I

M: 199697 b.cal

9/96
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Adopted:
ACADEMIC SENATE
OF
CALIFORNIA POLYTECHNIC STATE UNIVERSITY
San Luis Obispo, California
AS- -96/
RESOLUTION ON
THE ACADEMIC CALENDAR: FIRST DAY OF INSTRUCTION
WHEREAS,

C.A.M. section 48l.B.l states, "Whenever possible, the first day of instruction
in each quarter will be Monday with a 48 day minimum per quarter (49 day
minimum spring) and whenever possible the last day of instruction each quarter
will be a Friday;" and

WHEREAS,

In recent years, including 1996-1997, this stipulation has not been incorporated
in the planning of the Academic Calendar; and

WHEREAS,

Failure to start Winter quarter on a Monday results in three Monday holidays, which
adversely affects scheduling and instruction; therefore, be it

RESOLVED,

That C.A.M. 48l.B.l shall be revised as follows:
Instmctional days- '."llhenever possible, tThe first day of instruction in each
quarter will shall be Monday with a 48 day minimum per quarter (49 day
minimum spring) and whenever possible the last day of instmction each
quarter will be a Friday.
and be it further

RESOLVED,

That C.A.M. 481.B.l. shall be given higher priority in planning the academic
calendar than sections 481.A.2 (end Summer Quarter before Labor Day) and 48l.A.5
(end Spring Quarter before the second weekend in June) .
Proposed by the Academic Senate
Instmction Committee
April 18, 1996

)
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Adopted:
ACADEMIC SENATE
OF
CALIFORNIA POLYTECHNIC STATE UNIVERSITY
San Luis Obispo, California
AS- -96/
RESOLUTION ON
CREDIT FOR ADVANCED PLACEMENT EXAMS
WHEREAS,

Incoming students with advanced placement credits are already among the best students
admitted to the University. Their intellectual growth should be further stimulated
and encouraged; and

WHEREAS,

It is common practice elsewhere in the California State University and University
of California systems to provide students with specific course credit for advanced
placement scores of 3 or higher; and

WHEREAS,

The Visionary Pragmatism report recommends that the University should "award credit
towards completion of the program for all standardized advanced placement credit
earned by the student with a test score of 3 or higher;" therefore, be it

RESOLVED,

That students shall receive specific course credit for all scores of 3 or above; and be it
further

RESOLVED,

That departments shall identify specific major and GE&B course credits, rather than
"free electives," for the AP exams relevant to their disciplines; and be it further

RESOLVED,

That the Academic Senate Program Review and Improvement Committee will
evaluate departments' advanced placement policies during the course of their
normal review process.

Proposed by the Academic Senate
Instruction Committee
Aprill2, 1996

)
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Adopted:

ACADEMIC SENATE
OF
CALIFORNIA POLYTECHNIC STATE UNIVERSITY
San Luis Obispo, California

AS -96/
RESOLUTION ON
AMOROUS RELATIONSHIPS

WHEREAS,

Faculty hold positions of authority that involve the legitimate exercise of power over
others; and

WHEREAS,

Trust and respect are diminished when those in positions of authority abuse or appear
to abuse their power; and

WHEREAS,

The issue of appropriate and inappropriate relationships between students and faculty is
very complex; and

WHEREAS,

It is the responsibility of Cal Poly faculty to maintain the highest standards of
professional ethics; and

WHEREAS,

Cal Poly's Faculty Code of Ethics and the AAUP's Statement on Professional Ethics
affirm that (I) professors adhere to their proper roles as intellectual guides and
counselors, (2) they make every reasonable effort to assure that their evaluations of
students reflect each student's true merit, and (3) they avoid any exploitation of
students; therefore, be it

RESOLVED:

That Cal Poly adopt the attached Policy on Amorous Relationships Between Students
and Faculty or Instructional Staff Who Evaluate or Supervise Them.

Proposed by the Status of Women Committee
May 13, 1996
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POLICY ON AMOROUS RELATIONSHIPS BETWEEN STUDENTS AND FACULTY
OR INSTRUCTIONAL STAFF WHO EVALUATE OR SUPERVISE THEM
California Polytechnic State University, San Luis Obispo
May 10, 1996

I. POLICY STATEMENT: AMOROUS RELATIONSHIPS IN THE INSTRUCTIONAL
CONTEXT
It is the policy of California Polytechnic State University, San Luis Obispo that faculty

members or other instructional staff shall not initiate, pursue, or be involved in any
amorous or sexual relationships (hereinafter referred to as amorous relationships) with any
student whom they are in a position to evaluate or supervise by virtue of their teaching,
research, or administrative responsibilities.
Friendships or mentoring relationships between faculty or instructional staff and students are not
proscribed by this Policy, nor is it the intent of this Policy that such non-amorous relationships be
discouraged or limited in any way.
Marital relationships are covered separately in the Campus Administrative Manual (Conflict of
Interest - section 311. 5).

II. RATIONALE FOR POLICY
The University's educational mission is promoted by professionalism in faculty-student
relationships, and professionalism is fostered by an atmosphere of mutual trust and respect.
Actions of faculty or other members of the instructional staff that undermine this professionalism
jeopardize the University's ability to fulfill its educational mission. Trust and respect are
diminished when those in positions of authority abuse or appear to abuse their power.
Faculty members and other instructional personnel exercise power over students, whether in
giving them praise and criticism, evaluating their work, making recommendations for their further
studies or future employment, or conferring other benefits on them. Because it may easily involve
or appear to involve a conflict of interest, an amorous or sexual relationship between a faculty
member or other member of the instructional staff and a student entails serious ethical concerns
when the faculty or instructional staff member has professional responsibility for the student.
Voluntary consent by the student in such a relationship is difficult to determine with certainty,
given the fundamentally asymmetric nature of the relationship. Because of the complex and subtle
effects of that power differential, relationships may well be less consensual than the individual
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whose position confers power believes, and the faculty or instructional staff member bears a
special burden of accountability in any such involvement.
Further, amorous or sexual relationships in which one person is in a position to review the work
or influence the career of another may provide grounds for complaint by others outside the
relationship when that relationship appears to give undue access or advantage to the individual
involved in the relationship, or to restrict opportunities, or create a hostile and unacceptable
environment for those outside the relationship. Other students and faculty may be affected by
behavior that makes or appears to make obtaining benefits (such as advancing one student over
others) contingent on amorous or sexual favors.
III. DEFINITIONS
As used in this Policy, the term "faculty member" or "instructional stafP 1 means any member of
the university community who engages in instructional or evaluative activities of any student who
is enrolled in a course being taught by that individual or whose academic work, including work as
a teaching or research assistant, is being supervised or evaluated by that individual. Graduate or
undergraduate students, when performing official University academic supervisory or evaluative
roles with respect to other students, are considered instructional staff for the purposes of this
Policy.
As used in this Policy, an amorous relationship exists when, without the benefit of marriage,
two persons as consenting partners (a) have a sexual union or (b) engage in a romantic partnering
or courtship that may or may not have been consummated sexually.
As used in this Policy, to "evaluate or supervise" means:
a.
To assess, determine or influence (1) one's academic performance, progress or
potential or (2) one's entitlement to or eligibility for any instructionally conferred right,
benefit or opportunity, or
b.
To oversee, manage or direct one's academic or other institutionally prescribed
activities.
IV. AMOROUS RELATIONSHIPS OUTSIDE THE INSTRUCTIONAL CONTEXT
Amorous relationships between faculty members or other members of the instructional staff
and students occurring outside the instructional context may also lead to difficulties. Particularly
when the individual and the student are in the same academic unit or in units that are academically
allied, relationships that the involved parties view as consensual may be disruptive to unit
activities and appear to others to be exploitative. Further, in these and other situations, the faculty
or instructional staff member may face serious conflicts of interest. In any such situation,
therefore, faculty or instructional staff members should be most careful to remove themselves
from involvement with any decisions that may reward or penalize the student.
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V. PROCESS AND SANCTIONS

Because of the sensitive nature of such relationships, every reasonable effort should be made
to resolve alleged Policy violations on an informal basis if possible. Concerns about problems
related to this Policy may be taken to the administrative official most directly involved, excluding
the person alleged to have violated this Policy, or to one of the individuals listed below in Section
VIII.
Any remedial actions taken through informal procedures by the administrative official most
directly concerned, excluding the person alleged to have violated this Policy, will depend on the
totality of the circumstances. Efforts should be made to be constructively educational and to be
corrective rather than punitive if a Policy violation is found: an acknowledgment of the violation
and a commitment not to violate the Policy in the future, along with a warning or other
appropriate action directed toward the faculty or other instructional staff member, may be
sufficient resolution. In cases where further action is deemed appropriate, sanctions may range
from a letter of reprimand to dismissal, all in accordance with applicable University procedures.
VI. APPEALS
If not satisfied with the administrative official's decision, the faculty member or other member
of the instructional staff accused of a Policy violation may proceed, in accordance with established
procedures, to the grievance or hearings committees to which he or she otherwise has access.
VII. ABUSE OF TillS POLICY
Complaints found to have been intentionally dishonest or made in willful disregard of the truth
may subject the complainant to disciplinary action, with possible sanctions ranging from a letter of
reprimand to dismissal.

VIII. RESOURCES FOR ASSISTANCE AND INFORMATION
Questions concerning this Policy may be addressed to the University's Director of Affirmative
Action (756-2062), Women's Program/Student Life and Activities (756-2476), the Sexual
Harassment Advisors (names and numbers are available from Director of Affirmative Action), the
Vice President of Student Affairs (756-1521), and the Vice President of Academic Affairs (756
2186).
Copies of the Policy are available from Department Chairs and from the offices listed above.
These offices are also prepared to help people understand what the Policy means and what
options for resolution are available if they believe they have experienced a problem related to this
Policy in connection with their academic study or work at the University.
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Adopted:
ACADEMIC SENATE
OF
CALIFORNIA POLYTECHNIC STATE UNIVERSITY
San Luis Obispo, California

AS -96/
RESOLUTION ON ALLOCATION OF CAL POLY FUNDS
WHEREAS,

Current State funding does not provide sufficient funds to maintain the quality of
education at Cal Poly while allocating the budget as it has been done in the past; and

WHEREAS,

Cal Poly will have a new source of additional funding, should the Cal Poly Plan
concept be adopted; and

WHEREAS,

The Cal Poly Plan and the Cal Poly Strategic Plan identify the mission, objectives, and
goals for maintaining quality education at Cal Poly into the 21st century; therefore, be
it

RESOLVED:

That the Cal Poly community of students, faculty, staff, and administration should
work diligently to achieve those goals and accomplish those objectives; and, be it
further

RESOLVED:

That the allocation of Cal Poly funds should be explicitly based on those goals and
objectives; and, be it further

RESOLVED:

That measures for the assessment of the ability of programs to meet the goals and
objectives be in place before funds are allocated to those programs; and, be it further

RESOLVED:

That all funded programs be given an adequate base support over a reasonable period
of time to obtain their objectives; and, be it further

RESOLVED:

That the University community work together in an interdisciplinary spirit to determine
those areas which will receive additional funding above the base support; and, be it
further

RESOLVED:

That those areas receiving funding above the base support level be given sufficient
funding to allow them to make significant progress toward meeting their goals; and, be
it further

RESOLVED:

That those programs receiving additional funding share the information learned from
their experiences with the rest of the University community; and, be it further

RESOLVED:

That the Academic Senate or its designee(s) participate in the development of the
budget policies and of budget models, and have continuing input into the distribution
of the Academic Affairs' budget.
Proposed by the Budget Committee
April 30, 1996
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Adopted:

ACADEMIC SENATE
OF
CALIFORNIA POLYTECHNIC STATE UNIVERSITY
San Luis Obispo, California

AS -96/
RESOLUTION ON
INPUT INTO CAMPUS PLANNING
WHEREAS,

Broad dissemination of information concerning campus planning is essential; and

WHEREAS,

Timely dissemination of information concerning campus planning is essential; and

WHEREAS,

Broad campus input into campus planning is essential; therefore, be it

RESOLVED:

That the Academic Senate representation on the Campus Planning Committee be
increased from one to two representatives; and, be it further

RESOLVED:

That the agenda of the Campus Planning Committee be posted at least seven days in
advance of any meeting of the Campus Planning Committee both electronically and at
specified locations on the campus; and, be it further

RESOLVED:

That the current Five Year Capital Outlay Program be available in the University
Library; and, be it further

RESOLVED:

That monthly reports be made available in the University Library on the status of
major capital outlay projects in progress; and, be it further

RESOLVED:

That CEQA documents associated with projects in progress be made available in the
University Library; and, be it further

RESOLVED:

That discussions of proposed campus projects be at the earliest formative stage when
presented to the Campus Planning Committee; and, be it further

RESOLVED:

That provisions be made for conducting open forums on campus planning issues upon
request from members of the campus community; and, be it further

RESOLVED:

That a yearly report be made by the Campus Planning Committee to the Academic
Senate regarding major outlay projects.

Proposed by the Academic Senate
Executive Committee
April 30, 1996

